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THE OLDEST & WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANOE OFFICE. 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonDs, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 





HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtaimed on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 




















LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 

FUNDS - - - - - £ 3,000,000 
INCOME .- - - - - £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £1,000,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE . - £11,700,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovur Prorits. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Premium | Age | Premium 


30 £1 16 > 


| Age 


| 20 | £178%, 


Age | Premium 
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41,600 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. 


£1,724 | £2,067 | 


| 1,199 | £1,438 





| 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 
Amount of Policy 


Next Bonus as at 3lst December, 1901. 





OFFICES: 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE print elsewhere a set of additional rules which have been 
made under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and which 
are to come into operation on the 1st of November next. The first 
two rules enlarge the times prescribed in the course of the pro- 
ceedings. Under rule 13 (1) of the rules of 1898 the county 
court judge, if he decides to settle a matter himself, is required 
to fix the date of arbitration so that there may be a ten clear 
days’ service on the respondent of the copy of the request for 
arbitration and the particulars ; and under rule 17 (1) the answer 
of the respondent is to be filed five clear days before the date of 
arbitration. These periods are now altered respectively to 
fifteen and ten clear days. 





THE REMAINDER of the new rules deal with the question of 
costs. Costs as between the opposing parties are regulated by 
rules 33 and 34 of the rules of 1898, but provision was not made 
for enabling the solicitor of the successful party personally to 
take out of court or to receive the costs paid in or payable by 
the other side. A new rule, numbered 34a, remedies 
this omission and gives the solicitor under such circum- 
stances the same authority as he would have in an action. 
Provision as to the costs payable by a party to his own 
solicitor is made by paragraph 12 of the second schedule 
to the Act of 1897, and by rules 46 and 47 of the rules 
of 1898, but there were some omissions and inaccuracies 
in those rules which are now corrected. Under the schedule 
a solicitor cannot deduct his costs from the amount of compen- 
sation awarded, or claim a lien on such amount, except 
under an order of the county judge or arbitrator, and such 
order is to be made upon application in accordance with rule 46. 
This rule has hitherto required notice of the — to be 
served on the opposite party or his solicitor, but this was an 
error, and under the amended rule notice is to be served upon 
the client of the solicitor whose costs are to be determined. 
Additions to the rule make provision for taxation according to 
the county court scale similar to the provisions under rule 33 ina 
taxation between party and party. Verbal alterations are made 
in rule 47 so as to bring it into accordance with the practice 
under which the judge or arbitrator awards costs generally, 
leaving the amount to be ascertained on taxation; and it is 

rovided that where the sum awarded as compensation has 

een paid into court, the amount to which the solicitor is 
entitled shall be paid to him out of that sum. 





A Par.iAMENTARY return has been issued shewing the state 
of business at the Land Registry up to the 3lst of December, 
1898, just before the commencement of compulsory registration 
under the Land Transfer Act, 1897. For the four previous 
years the number of titles registered as absolute was 29; 
as possessory, 26; the total value being stated as £360,000, and 
the acreage as 63,924. The separate estates on the register 
were: by first registration, 345; by sub-division of estates 
already registered, 1,101; and by transfer from the 1862 
register, 464; a total of 1,910. Under the Land Registry 
Act, 1862, the total number of first registrations had been 411, 
with a value of £5,346,437 ; but on the 31st of December, 1898, 
the separate titles were 3,111, of which 2,737 were due to the 
sub-division of estates already registered. The total acreage of 
the land registered under the Act of 1862 is given as 49,117, buta 
comparison of the total values under the two systems seems to 
indicate an error ia the figures. The value of land registered 
under the Land Transfer Acts appears to work out at about £6 
an acre; under the Act of 1862 at £100 an acre. Apart from 
transfers to the 1875 register, the removals from the 1862 
register had been 263, the area of land removed being 76 
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acres. It is pointed out that the figures represent the state 
of the registry on the eve of the commencement of compulsory 
registration. ‘‘At that time the register comprised land in 
almost every county in England, and in several Welsh counties. 
The properties are of every description, from extensive settled 
estates of several thousand acres, down to small plots in towns 
and villages, agricultural properties, building estates, and 
urban holdings, including valuable sites in the City of London 
and elsewhere.” The return also shews the number of separate 
transactions on the register from 1895 to 1898, the highest 
being 1,338 in 1897, with a total value of £1,588,782. 





As micut be expected, the Land Registry return shews larger 
figures in the departments of registrations and searches under 
Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888, and the 
Middlesex Registry Acts. Under the former the registrations in 
1898 were 605, the official searches 3,731, and the ordinary 
searches 28,276. Under the Middlesex Acts, the registrations in 
the same year were 52,292, and the searches 22,838. The fees 
taken at the registry are correspondingly large, the total 
amount for 1898-99 being £21,844, while the salaries and 
6 came to £11,949. It is not intended, however, that 
the system of profit making which has characterized the regis- 
tration of deeds shall extend to compulsory registration of title, 
and section 22 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, provides that 
‘‘ the fee orders relating and incidental to registration of title 
shall be arranged from time to time so as to produce an annual 
amount sufficient to discharge the salaries and other expenses 
(including the annual contribution to the insurance fund) inci- 
dental to the working of the principal Act, and this Act 
and no more.” The return points out that many of the salaries are 
paid to officers who are engaged in working the Land Registry 
Act, 1862, the Middlesex Registry Acts, and other Acts, as well as 
the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, and hence the appor- 
tionment required by this section can only be approximately 
made; but, subject té this, it is stated that the salaries and 
expenses incidental to the working of the Land Transfer Acts 
were about £5,000, while the amount produced by fees under 
thesame Acts was £2,203. The former sum, however, includes 
charges for work preparatory to the commencement of com- 
pulsory registration, and it is obviously too soon to draw any 
conclusions from the figures. 





Ir 1s to be regretted that West Country people, devoted as they 
are to sport, should apparently have become dissatisfied with 
the pursuit of red deer and foxes and have turned their atten- 
tion to the hunting of county court judges. We cannot admit 
as any excuse for this reprehensible pastime the allegation that 
after his day’s work in court a county court judge really likes 
a brisk run to the railway station: we fancy we remember a 
somewhat similar allegation with regard to the fox. Nor do 
the excellent qualities of wind and wiliness alleged to have been 
developed by these learned persons in the course of their hunts 
afford ~ justification for selecting them as animals of the 
chase. t must be admitted, however, that the sport, 
inhuman as it is, is not entirely without redeeming features. 
It is a strict rule that the judge is not to be chased 
unless he has first challenged such chase by deciding a case in 
court against the hunter, who, instead of appearing to defend, 
conceals himself or herself (in the two instances subsequently 
mentioned the hunter is stated to have been a lady) within sight 
of the door from which the judge emerges on the conclusion of 
his sitting. Again, fair “law” is understood to be allowed to 
the judge before the hunter starts in pursuit. But subject to 
these restrictions we regret to say that the hunter considers 
himself (or herself) at liberty to chase the judge at any speed 
and to any place to which he may betake himself, and. on 
coming up with him, instead of taking a “brush” from him, 
to have a lively “brush” with him as to the iniquity of his 
decision in the undefended case. It is stated that on the 
occasion of a recent “meet” at Honiton, after an exceedingly 

run from the court house towards the railway station, there 
was a check; the learned judge having doubled back to the 
town, where he found cover, and remained perdu until his 





ee 


pursuer had left the town. But on a subsequent “ meet” a 
Axminster the judge was less fortunate. 


sought cover behind the signal-box at the end of the platform, 
but was speedily discovered, and the “brush” was about to 
commence when some railway porters intervened, enabling him 
to jump into his train and escape his pursuer. It appears to ug 
that these pai occurrences call for the attention of the 
Legislature. The least that can be done is to enact a “ cloge” 
time for county court judges when returning from their sittings, 





THE RECENT judgment of Sriruine, J., in the trade uniog 
case of Walters v. Green contains an interesting commentary on the 
present procedure as to joining several parties as plaintiffs or 
defendants. The action arose out of a labour dispute in the 
building trade at Hull. A large number of men —eore in 
that trade either struck or were locked out, and in order to {ill 
their places the master builders, who belonged to the Hull 
Master Builders’ Association, imported men from Belfast. Those 
men entered into contracts with an agent of the masters that 
they would go to Hull and work as non-union men for twelve 
months for such firms, belonging to the masters’ union, as the 
masters’ association should specify, or in certain cases as 4 
particular member of that y should specify. The masters 
alleged that the trade unionists interfered with the newcomars 
at railway stations and elsewhere in such a manner a 
to constitute a ‘‘ watching or besetting” within the 
meaning of section 7 of the Conspiracy and Protection of 
Property Act, 1875, and, as the watching or besetting 
was not “merely to obtain or communicate information” 
within the proviso to the section, there was a case for 
an injunction as in Lyons v. Wilkins (47 W. R. 291; 1899, 
1 Ch. 255). The action was accordingly brought, a number of 
the master builders being joined as plaintiffs, and the defend- 
ants being officials of various trade unions at Hull and also ofa 
central body known as the Hull Building Trades Federation, 
An attempt was made to shew that by this joinder of parties the 
action was badly constituted, but under the present practics 
considerable latitude is allowed in this respect, and the objection 
failed. So far as defendants are concerned, all persons may, 
under R. 8. C., ord. 16, r. 4, be joined as defendants against whom 
the right to relief is alleged to exist whether jointly, or severally, 
or in the alternative; and although the rule does not allow of 
the joinder—in an action for damages, at auy rate—of independ- 
ent wrongdoers who have no control over each other (Sadler 
v. Great Western Railway Co., 45 W. R. 11; 1896, A. O. 450), yet 
it applies to a case like the present where joint action is alle 
against the defendants. With respect to the joinder of plaintiffs 
ord. 16, r. 1, inits amended form provides that ‘all persons may 
be joined in one action as plaintiffs in whom any right to relief 
in respect of or arising out of the same transaction or series of 
transactions is alleged to exist, whether jointly, severally, or in 
the alternative, where, if such persons brought separate actions, 
any common question of law or fact would arise.” To brings 
case within the rule, therefore, the right to relief alleged to exist 
in each plaintiff must arise out of the same transaction, and also 
there must be acommon question of law or fact: see per Ourrty, 
L.J., in Stroud v. Lawson (46 W. R. 626; 1898, 2 Q. B., p. 52). 
These requirements seem to be fulfilled in a trade dispute such 
as the present, and so Sriratina,J., held. He declined, however, 
to saddle the defendants with liability, simply because they were 
officials of the trade unions involved, and granted an interia 
injunction only against two who were proved to have beet 
actually concerned in the interference with the imported work- 
men. 








~ 


Mr. Justice Grantham has sustained a gunshot wound in his right hand 
while out shooting at Barcombe. The injury is not of a serious character. 

The Queen’s Bench Courts I. and II., says the Daily News, are now 
undergoing a course of renovation, and the whole of tue oak panelling and 
stone work of both courts from floor to roof are bsing tioroughly cleaned. 
The new Law Courts have now been opened about seventeen years, and 
during that period, with the exception of Appeal Court II. (which was 
done year), none of the courts have been thoroughly overhauled. 






There was an 
exciting chase through the streets, and he was come up with 
outside the railway station. He is stated to have promptly 
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cAN A VENDOR OF LAND, WHO HAS NOT SHEWN 
AGOOD TITLE, TAKE ADVANTAGE OF A STIPULA- 
TION GIVING HIM THE RIGHT TO RESCIND 
THE CONTRACT? 


Ir was held by Hatt, V.C., in Bowman v. Hyland (8 Oh. D. 588), 
that the usual stipulation giving a vendor of land the right to 
rescind the contract, if the purchaser shall insist on any objection 
gr requisition which the vendor is unable or unwilling to remove 
or comply with, does not apply to a case where the vendor has 
not avy title at all. In that case the defendants contracted, 
apparently in gocd faith, to sell to the plaintiff the fee simple 

a piece of land in their possession. The purchaser paid a 
deposit, and the contract contained a clause in common form 
giving the vendors the right to rescind. Before completion it 
was discovered that the vendors were merely entitled for the 
residue of along term, which actually expired pending com- 

ion ; and the reversioners entered and took possession. \hen 
the plaintiff ascertained this, he naturally objected that the 
defendants could not make a good title. After some fruitless 
negotiation, the defendants gave notice that they rescinded the 
eontract under the above-mentioned clause, and they tendered to 
the _— (according to the letter of the stipulation) the amount 
of his deposit, without any costs, interest, or compensation. 
This the plaintiff declined, and he brought the action for the 
recovery Of his deposit together with damages for breach of the 
contract. Hart, V.C., decided that he was entitled to recover 
damages, holding that the right of rescission did not arise, as 
the purchaser was not requiring the vendor to remove some 
objection or comply with some requisition ; he was merely reject- 
ing the title. The Vice-Chancellor also considered that the 
right of rescission had been waived. 

In Re Deighton and Harris’s Contract (1898, 1 Ch. 458) two 
houses had been sold as ‘‘held upon lease for a term of ninety- 
nine years,” with the usual condition giving to the vendor the 
right of rescission. After the abstract had been delivered the 
purchaser objected that the term of ninety-nine years was not 
vested in the vendor, who was only.entitled under an underlease 
of the premises created on a mortgage by demise ; and that even 
the legal estate in this underlease was outstanding; and he 
required the concurrence in the conveyance to him of the parties 
necessary to convey these outstanding estates. After much 
negotiation the vendor claimed to rescind the contract as being 
umwilling to complx with this requisition; and it was held 
by the Court of Appeal, reversing Kxxewicn, J., that he 
was entitled to do so. The judges of appeal distinguished 
the case from that of Bowman v. Hyland on the ground that, 
although a condition empowering the vendor to rescind was 
inapplicable where he had no title at all, in the present case 
the vendor had a valid beneficial interest in the property he 
wld, and had sold in good faith. And they treated the pur- 
thaser’s objections as being merely a matter of conveyance. 

In Isaacs v. Towell (1898, 2 Ch. 285) the purchaser took the 
objection that the property sold bad been represented as 
freehold and no freehold title had been shewn; and he 

udiated the contract on that ground. The vendor main- 
tamed that the property had been sold as held by underlease, 
and that such title was shewn as had been promised by the 
contract ; and he afterwards claimed to rescind under the usual 
condition. Byrnz, J., held that the vendor’s contention was 
correct, and therefore he was entitled to rescind, and he con- 
sidered that the case was different from that of Bowman v. 
Hyland, where the vendor had no title at all. 

The last two cases raise some difficulties in the way of 
answering the question placed at the head of this article. The 
comments made therein on the case of Bowman y. Hyland 
may appear to lead to the conclusion that, unless the vendor has 
absolutely no title, or rather no estate at all in the property 
wold, he will always be at liberty to rescind under the usual 
condition if the purchaser insist on any objection or requisition 
Which he is unable or unwilling to remove or comply with. It 
is submitted, however, that such a conclusion would be erroneous. 
Suppose that the vendor fails to shew, on the face of his own 
abstract, that he has a good title—that is, that the whole estate 
told is either in himself, or in some person whom he is, or, on 

g acts which are independent of others’ consent (as the 





redemption of mo: ), will be, entitled to direct to convey. 
It is well settled that in such a case the purchaser is entitled at 
—-_ to bey the contract + broken, and —_ 4 a of his 
eposit and his expenses of investigating the title as ages : 
i Bryant Ss2 Berulaphon’s "Caves (44 Ob. D. 218), 
Re Head's Trustees and Macdonald (45 Ob. D. 310). In 
both of these cases the vendors were entitled to the property 
sold in trust for a testator’s widow for life, and after her 
death in trust for sale, and appear to have sold under tho 
impression that they had a present power of sale. And in eac’ 
case the purchaser at once repudiated the contract on the ground 
of the vendors’ want of title, and declined a subsequent offer of 
a conveyance ; in the former case, from the tenant for life under 
the Settled Land Acts, and in the latter case, with the con- 
currence of all the beneficiaries. In each case, too, the 
purchaser’s right to recover his deposit and his costs of 
investigating the title, as damages, was upheld in the Cuurt of 
Appeal. Is the vendor entitled in such a case to rescind the 
contract, where it contains the usual condition for rescission, 
and so avoid paying the purchaser’s costs of investigating 
title? Itis submitted that he is not. It is a term im- 
plied in every contract for the sale of land that the vendor 
shall shew a good title; and the failura to shew a good title is 
such a breach of contract as discharges the purchaser from the 
necessity of performing his part of the agreement: see Duke of 
St.’ Albans v. Shore (1 H. BI. 270, 278), Seaward v. Willock 
(5 East 198, 202), Souter v. Drake (5 B. & Ad. 992), Hillis v. 
Rogers (29 Ch. D. 661. This being so, it is admitted that a 
vendor who has failed, on the face of his own abstract, to shew 
such a title to the property sold as the purchaser is bound to 
accept, cannot take advantage of a stipulation contained in the 
contract itself, and claim to rescind the agreement, if the 
purchaser at once repudiate the contract on the ground of the 
vendor’s want of title. And it is further submitted that such 
a case does not fall within the terms of the usual condition as to 
rescission. A purchaser who repudiates the contract on the 
ground of the vendor’s want of title isnot insisting that the latter 
shall remove any objection or comply with any requisition. As 
Hawt, V.C., remarked in Bowman v. Hyland, ‘‘The purchaser 
says in effect, I do not make an objection or requisition in 
respect of anything which you may cure. I don’t require you 
to remove the objection or requisition by purchasing the interest 
page you have contracted to sell, and to which you have shewn 
no title. 

Of course, if a purchaser negotiate with a vendor who has 
failed to shew a good title on the abstract, the case may be 
different. 1f the purchaser require the vendor to remove the 
objection by obtaining the concurrence of the other person or 
| esiger entitled, or if he entertain (except without prejudice to 

is right to repudiate the contract: Morley v. Cook, 2 106, 
115) any proposal made by the vendor so to remove 
the objection, he may lose his right to insist on the objection, 
and may find himself obliged to perform the contract. For if 
the purchaser shew himself willing to go on with the contract, 
the vendor may get in the a though they 
should amount to the whole title, and will then bein a position to 


ific performance of the contract. And if in such 
it will be no 
defence to allege that he could make no title by the time fixed 
for completion. For if the purchaser has continued to recognize 


enforce the s 
case the vendor bring an action for that pu 


the contract as binding it will be sufficient to enable the vendor 
to enforce specific performance if he can make a good title at the 
hearing, or even when the result of the usual inquiry as to title 
is certified : see Hoggart v. Scott (1 Russ. & My. 293), Hyston v. 
Simmonds (1 Y. & C. 0. C. 608), Salisbury v. Hatcher (2 Y. & O, 
0. O. 54). 

Similarly, if in such case the purchaser require the objection 
to be removed (except without prejudice to his strict mght to 
repudiate the contract), or otherwise continue to recognize the 
contract as binding, he leaves it open to the vendor to rescind 
the contract under the usual condition in that behalf. For the 
conveyancer this is the point of the above-mentioned case 
of Re Deighton and Harris. It will be observed that in that 
case the vendor sold a term of years when he was only 
entitled to an equitable interest in an underlease; and the 
purchaser might have repudiated the contract at once, on the 
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ground that, on the sale of a term of years, a good title is not 
shewn unless the term be directly derived from the freeholder: 
Re Beyfus and Masters’s Contract (39 Ch. D. 110). He did not do 
this, but took the objection and required it to be removed. 
And, as Linpizy, M.R., observed in his judgment, ‘‘ the parties 
went on negotiating after the objection was made, and there 
was nothing sufficient to preclude the vendor from insisting on 
his right to rescind, if the purchaser insisted on his objec- 
tion,” The moral is that, whenever a vendor fails, on the 
face of his own abstract, to shew a good title, the pur- 
chaser should at once claim to be entitled to repudiate 
the contract altogether on the ground of the vendor's 
want of title. And if the purchaser’s advisers should think 
that the objection to the title may be removed, they 
should be very careful to preface any requisitions which they 
may make with some such statement as the following: ‘The 
vendor has failed, on the face of the abstract, to shew a good 
title to the property sold, and the P sages g is therefore entitled 
to repudiate the contract altogether and to have his deposit 
returned to him and to recover damages for breach of the con- 
tract. The purchaser reserves his strict rights in all these 
respects, but, without prejudice to such rights, he is willing to 
see if his objections to the title can be met. With this view 
he forwards the following requisitions on the distinct under- 
standing that they shall be received, and any negotiations which 
may arise out of them shall be carried on, without prejudice to 
the purchaser’s strict rights above mentioned.” 
T. Cyprian WILLIAMs. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
ISITT AND JENKS »v. GANSON. 6th Sept. 
Restraint or TRADR—AGREEMENT—REASONABLENESS— VALIDITY. 
This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs, Mr. Sidney Frederick 


Isitt and Maurice Jenks, for an injunction to restrain the defendant, Mr. 
William Johnston Ganson, until the trial of the action or further order 
from carrying on or being concerned or engaged in or receiving 
accountancy business from any persons, companies, or firms carrying on 
their business in England, either directly or indirectly, and either as 
principal, clerk, or agent, and from interfering with or intervening in or 
accepting any of the busmmess of the plaintiffs in breach of certain 
clauses contsived in an agreement dated the 10th of September, 1897, 

-and made between Sidney Frederick Isitt, Walter Percy Eldrid, and 
Maurice Jenks of the one part and the defendant of the other part, or 
that such other order might be made as to the court should seem fit. 
In support of the motion, it was said that on the 3lst of August, 1896, a 
deed of partner-hip between the plaintiffs and the defendant and Walter 
Percy Eldrid was entered into forthe purpose of carrying on the business 
of accountants and auditors for the period of ten years. By an agreement 
dated the 10th of September, 1897, and made between the plaintiffs and 
Walter Percy Eldiid (thereinafter called the continuing partners) of the 
one part and the defendant of the other part, it was agreed amongst other 
matters not material for the present purposes (claure 1) that the said 
partnership should be deemed to have been determined as from the 3lst 
of August, 1897, so far as regarded the defendant. Clause 4 of the 
agreement was in the words following: ‘' (4) The said William Johnston 
Ganson hereby covenants and agrees with the continuing partners 
that he will not within a period of six years from the 3lst day of 
August, 1897, at any place in England carry on or be concerned or 
engaged in, or accept as clients persons, companies, or firms in Kngland, 
or receive accountancy business from any companies or firms carrying on 
their business in England, either directly or indirectly, and either as 
principal, clerk, or agent, without the written consent of the continuing 
partners first had and cbtained.’’ The defendant had committed breaches 
of the agreement of the 10th of September, 1897, by doing accountancy 
business with clients of the plaintiffs without their consent. For the 
defendant it was submitted (inter alia) that, as the agreement was in sub- 
stance that the defendant would not practise for six years in England, it 
was unreasonably wide, and was therefore bad. The defendant had been 
brought up as an accountant, and was unable to earn his living in any 
other way. Unle-s a very strong case was made out, the court would not 
enforce the covenant: Mallan v. May (11M. & W. 653). Further, the 
clients had approached the defendant. He had nct solicited them, and 
there had, therefore, been no breach of the covenant. 

Cozens-Harpy, J., eaid that the case had been extremely well argued 
upon bebalf of the defendan*, but it had to be remembered that this was 
an accountant’s business and not that of a dentist. ‘The profecsion of an 
accountant depended on a much wider district than that of a dentist. In 
Mallan vy. May the profession under consideration was that of a dentist. 
Moreover, Matlan v. May was decided more than fifty years ago, and since 
that d: cision there had been decisions both in the House of Lords and the 
Court of Appeal. Having regard to those decisions he was of opinion 





(without finally deciding it, and only for the purposes of the motion) that 
the covenant was not too wide. It was notorious that the business of an 
accountant was not confined to any particular part of England. There 
had been a breach of clause 4. Under these circumstances, the injunction 
prayed for must be granted.—CovunseL, Young ; Carrol Pearman. Soxtcrrogs, 
Devonshire § Co. ; Edwards, Heron, § Co. 

[Reported by J. E. Apovs, Barrister-at-Law. | 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 


NICHOLSON AND OTHERS (LICENSING JUSTICES OF 
BOLTON). No. 1. 28th July. 


Licensinc Acts—Nortices—9 Geo. oS 61, s. 14—Licensine Acr, 1872, 
s. 40. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court (Darling 
and Channell, JJ.) discharging a rule nisi for a mandamus to the licensing 
justices of Bolton to hold a special eessions as by adjournment from the 
26th of January, and proceed to hear according to law an application by 
James Paisley for a licence to sell by retail intoxicating liquors to be 
consumed either on or off the premises at Halliwell Lodge, Chorley 
New-road, Bolton. After the discharge of the rule for a mandamu, 
by the Divisional Court, an application was made to that court for 
a rule nisi for a certiorari to bring up the licence to have it 
quashed. The Divisional Court refused to grant the rule wisi on the 
ground that certiorari would not issue to licensing justices: see Rey. y, 
Sharman (1898, 1 Q. B. 578). An application was then made to the 
Court of Appeal, and the court granted a rule nisi for a certiorari. The 
facts were as follows: The Rope and Anchor, a licensed house in Bolton, 
was pulled down for the purposes of a street improvement. An 
application was made by Paisley, the holder of the licence under 
section 14 of the Alehouse Act, 1828, for a licence for new premises 
acquired by him and known as Halliwell Lodge. A nine days’ 
notice of the intention to apply was given, and no advertisement 
of the intention to apply was inserted in a local newspaper. The licensing 
justices sat on the 26th of January, 1899; they were informed that the 
proper notices had been given under the Act of 1828, and they granted the 
application for the transfer of the licence. The case for the prosecutors in 
support of the mandamus and the certiorari was that the order of the justices 
was made without jurisdiction, on the ground that the proper notices had 
not been given; that the case being one of the removal of a licence from 
one set of premises to another, the case must, as regards the requisite 
notices, be treated as an application for a new licence, and that therefore, 
under section 40 of the Licensing Act, 1872, and section 7 of the Wine 
and Beerhouse Act, 1869, a twenty-one days’ notice and an advertise. 
ment in a local paper were necessary. The Divisional Court held that 
the proper notices had not been given, but that mandamus ought not to be 
granted because the justices had heard and determined the application. 
In the Court of Appeal the appellants contended that certiorari would lie 
to the licensing justices; but, as will be seen, the Court of Appeal did not 
decide this point, because the court held that the proper notices had been 
given. In opposition to the certivrari, further points were taken—viz, 


REG. v. 


that in any event this was not a case in which the court, in the exercise of - 


its discretion, would grant certiorari, having regard to the lapse of time 

before the prosecutors took action; also that the applicants were not 
rsons aggrieved. 

— Geene (A. L. Smrrux and Vavcuan Wiiu1ams, L.JJ.) discharged the 

rule nisi for a certiorari and dismissed the appeal as to the mandamus. 

A. L. Suirn, LJ., said that the first question was as to whether the 
proper notices had been given in respect ot the application for the removal 
of the licence. That application was made under section 14 of the 
Alehouse Act, 1828, which provided (inter alia) that where a licensed hous 
was pulled down for public improvements and the owner was about to 
open as an inn some other house, it should be lawful for the justices at 4 
special session to grant a licence to that person in respect of bis new 
premises, to continue till the 10th of October next, provided that the 

erson intending to apply should on some one Sunday within six weeks 

fore the special session, at some time between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m., affix 

a notice to the door of the parish church, and serve a copy of the notice 
upon the overseers and the constable of the parish. That pointed to the 
time when and to the manner in which the notice was to be given. Then, & 
to the form of the notice, the section provided that it should be sucha 
notice as was thereinbefore directed to be affixed and served by evel) 
n intending to apply at the general annual licensing meeting fors 
icence in respect of new premises, That referred one back to section ll 
of the same Act, and if the matter stopped there there would have been 10 
difficulty, because it would have been clear that the applicant had given 
the requisite notices. But it was said that ecction 40 of the Licensing 
Act, 1872, altered the requisite notices. Section 40 dealt with applics 
tions for a new licence and for the transfer of a icence, and did not, i 
his lordship’s opinion, touch the case of the emergency cases dealt with 
by section 14 of the Act of 1828. But section 40 contained a proviso that 
the provisions of section 40 as to notices should extend to all cases where, 
under the Act of 1828, ‘‘ notices are required to be served in a like form 
to, or in the same manner as, notices for new licences.’” That was 
somewhat involved provision, but, in his lordship’s opinion, if section # 
coemed to the cases of oepmnes licences under section 14 of the Actot 
1828, it only applied to the form of the notice, and not to the manner is 
which the notice was to be served, because section 14 clearly dealt be 
the manner of service, and it was only as regards form that section ! 
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referred back to section 10, which dealt with applications for new licences. 
It could not be said, therefore, that in the present case the 
justices had acted on insufficient notices and without jurisdiction, 
and the application for a certiorari would therefore be refused. His 
lordship then stated that in any event the court would in its discretion 
have refused to g'ant certiorari, the application having been delayed. He 
then dealt with the question whether the prosecutors were “‘ aggrieved 
persons,’’ and held that the affidavits shewed that they were enly aggrieved 
in common with the rest of the public, and had no peculiar and distinct 
grievance of their own. 
VaucHaNn Wr.ttams, L J., concurred.—Counset, Horace Avory and 
Llewellyn Williams ; Sir Edward Clarke, Q.C., C. W. Matthews, and Guy 
Stephenson. Soxicrrors, Lioyd-George, Roberts, § Co., for Herbert Lewis § 
ae Liverpool; Chester, Broome, § Griffiths, for Fielding § Fernihough, 

Bolton. 
{Reported by F. 0. Rozinson, Barrister-at-Law. | 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
MASTER AND _ SERVANT. 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 
The Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1899. Dated September 1, 1899. 


The following additional Rules shall have effect under the Workmen’s 
Compensation act, 1897. 4 

They may be cited as the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1899, and 
shall be read and construed as if they were contained in the Workmen’s 
Compensation Rules, 1898 (herein called the Principal Rules); and they 
shall come into operation on the first day of November, One thousand eight 
hundred and ninety nine. 

1. Amendment of Rule 13 as to time for service of request.) The words 
“fifteen clear days”’ shall be substituted for the words “‘ ten clear days”’ 
in paragraph (1) of Rule 13 of the Principal Rules. : 

2. Amendment of Rule 17 as to time for filing answer.| The words “ten 
clear days’’ shall be substituted fur the words ‘tive clear days” in 
paragraph (1) of Rule 17 of the Principal Rules. 

3. The following Rule shall stand as Rule 34a in the Principal Rules :— 

As to authority of solicitor to receive costs payable by adverse party.| Where 
any party to whom costs are awarded acts by a solicitor, such solicitor 
shall have the same authority to take out of court or receive any sum paid 
into court or payable in respect of such costs by the party against whom 
such costs are awarded as he would have if such costs were awarded in an 
action. 

4. Amendment of Rule 46as to applications to determine costs payable to solicitor 
or agent.| Paragraph (4) of Rule 46 of the Principal Rules is hereby 
annulled, and the following paragraphs shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

(d) Such notice shall be served on the person for whom the solicitor or 
agent acted in accordance with the said rule, and the provisions of the 
said rule shall apply to the proceedings on such application. 

(e) On the hée®¥ing of any application under this rule, the judge or 
arbitrator may award costs to the solicitor or agent, and may make 
an order declaring such colicitor or agent to be entitled to recover such 
costs from the person for whom he acted, or to be entitled toa lien 
for such costs on any sum awarded as compensation to such person, 
or to be entitled to deduct such costs from any such sum, or may make 
such order or give such directions as may be just. 

(f) Any costs awarded to a solicitor or agent on any such application 
shall, in default of agreement between the parties as to the amount of 
such costs, be taxed according to such one of the scales of costs applicable 
to actions in the county court as the judge or arbitrator shall direct : 
and in default of such direction such costs shall be taxed according to 
the scale which would be applicable if the proceeding had been an 
action in the county court; and the statutory provisions and rules for 
the time being in torce as to the allowance and taxation of costs in 
such actions shall apply accordingly. 

(g) Where the subject-matter of the arbitration is not a capital sum, the 
judge or arbitrator shall determine what, for the purpose of the allow. 
‘ance and taxation of such costs, shall be considered to be the amount 
of the subject-matter of the arbitration. 


5. Amendment of Rule 47 as to order declaring lien, §c.] The first paragraph 
of Rule 47 of the Principal Rules is hereby annulled, and the following 
paragraph shall stand in Jieu thereof :— 

Where an order is made by the judge or an arbitrator awarding costs to 
a solicitor or agent, and declaring such solicitor or agent to be entitled to 
recover such costs from the person for whom he acted, or to be entitled to 
a lien for such costs on any sum awarded as compensation to such person, 
or to be entitled to deduct such costs from any such sum, the following 
provisions shall apply : 

6. Further amendment of Rule 47.) The following paragraph shall ctand 
at the end of Rule 47 of the Principal Rules :— 

(g.) Where the sum awarded as compensation has been paid into court, 

the amount to which the solicitor or agent is entitled shall be paid to 
him out of such sum. 


We, Alfred Martineau, Henry J. Stonor, Richard Harington, William L. 
Selfe, and William Cecil Smyly, being the tive judges ot the County ¢ ourts 
appointed for the making of Rules under section 164 of the County Court 
Act, 1888, having made the foregoing additional Rules of Court, pursuant 
to aragraph 10 of the Second Schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation 


Act, 1897, do a certify the same under our hands, and submit them 
to the Lord Chancellor or 
(Signed) A. Martingav. 
Henry J. Sronor. 
Ricwarp HaxincrTon. 
Wa. L. Setrs. 
Wu. Cecrm Smyty. 
I allow these Rules, 
(Signed) Hatssvry, C. 
The Ist of September, 1899. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council : 


Members of the Society.x—The society now consists of 7,847 members, of 
whom 3,565 practice in town, and 4,282 in the country. 365 new members 
joined the society during the past pear. The number of members shews a 
decrease of 35 since last year, when it was the highest on record. 

Finances of the Society.—Members have been intormed of the steps taken 
towards obtaining a grant on account of the expenditure of the society in 
connection with the duties dischi by the Committee appointed by the 
Master of the Rolls under the Solicitors Act, 1888, and of the grant made on 
that account. The Council are pleased to say that the sum of £2,500 has 
again been included in the Estimates as a grant to the society. The 
accounts of the society for the year 1898 will be found in the Appendix. 

Registry of Properties, Securities, §c.—At the beginning of the present 
year the Council found themselves able to issue the List of properties 
securities, partnerships, &c., on the Society’s Register, free to members, 
and the List has therefore been issued every month. Since the List was 
sent free to members, the Council have received many testimonials to its 
value, and they hope that members will assist them in making it 


in le. 

Legal Education.—The first award of the Travers-Smith Scholarship was 
made in December last. 

A scheme of legal education in Yorkshire having been arranged by the 
Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies in connection with the Victoria Univer- 
sity, the Council have promised to give it certain pecuniary support, 
provided that it prove acceptable to the law societies in Yorkshire. 

The number or students receiving instruction from the society’s tutors 
on the 30th of March, 1899, was 240, as compared with 255 on the same 
date in 1898. 

Land Transfer Acts.—General Rules under the Land Transfer Acts, 1875, 
and 1897, were issued under date the 2nd of August, 1898. The Report of 
the Land Transfer Committee, adopted by the Council on the 2nd of 
December, 1898, which will be found in the Appendix, contains a 
summary of the Council’s suggested alterations in the draft rules, and 
shews which of them were adopted. 

Compulsory registration on sale having come into force in some 
parts of the County of London, and being about to be extended 
to the remainder of the county, the Council have taken measures 
to obtain information as to the working of the system, in view of its possible 
extension to other parts of England, and have issued to members 
forms of return in which to insert particulars of the time occupied and 
expences incurred in conveyancing transactions in so far as they are 
attributable to compulsory registration. Very few returns have yet been 
received completed. 

One of the recommendations contained in the report on the draft rules, 
but not adopted, was that it should be made compulsory on the officials of 
the Land Registry to keep, during the experimental period, a register 
shewing the date of every application, its nature, the date on which it was 
finally completed, and the total cost to tne applicant in fees paid to or 
through the registry, including not —— oftice fees, but all outlay for 
searches, examination of title, and the like. The Leeds Law Society also 
passed a resolution, which they forwarded to the Council, to the effect 
that they deemed it essential that an accurate account be kept of the cost 
of the working of the Land Transfer Acts, and the sources from which 
such cost is met, for the information of the owners of property throughout 
the country. The Council communicated with the Lord Chancellor, calling 
attention to the recommendation above referred to and the resolution of 
the Leeds Law Society, and received areply from his lordship, dated the 
27th of January, 1899, stating that he was informed by the Land Registry 
that a record is kept of all, or substantially all, the particulars to which 
the Council called attention. 

Itis to be observed that section 22 (4) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
provides that the fee orders relating and incidental to registration 
of title shall be arranged from time to time, so as to produce 
an annual amount sufficient to disc e the salaries and other expenses 
incidental to the working of the Land er Acts, 1875 and 1897, and 
no more. The annual accounts issued from the Land Registry in recent 
years have included, in one item, fees received under various Acts of 
Parliament, such as the Land Charges and Searches Act, 1888, and the 
Middlesex Registry Acts, which have little or no connection with the 
registration of title to land. The Council called the attention of Mr. 
H. D. Greene, Q.0., M.P., to this, and he has very kiudly promised to 
move a resolution in the House on the subject. 

Taxes Management Act, 1880.—In the last annual report it was stated that 
amendments had been inserted in the Finance Bill of 1898 having tor their 
object the repeal of section 57 (9) of the Taxes Management Act, 1880, which 
prohibited the appearance of ters or solicitors on appeals to Commis- 
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sioners of Taxes. The Council are glad to be able to report that the amend- 
ments in question are now embodied in section 16 of the Finance Act, 1898, 
. which is as follows, viz. : ‘‘ Section 57, sub-section 9, of the Taxes Manage- 
ment Act, 1880, is hereby repealed, and it shall be lawful for the General 
Commissioners to permit any barrister or solicitor to plead before them on 
any appeal for the appellant either vivd wee or in writing.” 

University of London Act, 1898.—The London University Commission Bill 
became law on the 12th of August, 1898, under the above title. The Act pro- 
vides that nothing therein contained shall affect or authorize any interference 
with the rights or privileges of the society. It also provides that the senate 
shall consist of the chancellor and of members to be appointed by the 
bodies mentioned, two members being in the appointment of the society ; 
and it is provided that if and so long as any of the bodies mentioned fail 
to exercise the — of appointment thereby given, in every such case the 
power should exercised by Her Majesty in Council. The Act also 
provides that when any statute or regulation has been made by the 
commissioners notice of its having been made and of the place where copies 
of it can be obtained shall be published in the London Gazette. No notice 
of the publication of any statute or regulation has yet appeared. 

Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897—Rules.—In the annual report for the 
year 1898 attention was called to the draft rules under this Act so far as 
they related to the appearance of counsel and solicitors. Some important 
alterations have been made since the draft was published. The rules as issued 
provide that a party toany arbitration under the Act may appear (a) in person; 
(4) by any eolicitor who would be entitled to appear for such party in an 
action in the county court; (¢) by counsel. They also provide that, by 
leave of the judge or arbitrator, a party may appear (d) by a member of 
bis family ; (¢) by a person in the permanent and exclusive employment of 
such party ; (f) in the case of a company or corporation, by any director 
of the company or corporation, or by the secretary or any other officer or 
any person in the permanent and exclusive employment of the company or 
corporation ; (g) by any officer or member of any society or other body of 
persons of which such party is a member or with which he is con- 
nected; or (4) under special circumstances, by any other person. 
No person other than a solicitor who appears or acts on behalf of any 
party in any arbitration under the Act is to be entitled to have or recover 
any fee or reward for so appearing or acting, other than such travelling 
expenses and (in the case of a workman or a member of his family) allow- 
ance for time (if any) as shall be allowed by the judge or arbitrator : pro- 
vided that nothing in the rules is to affect the right of counsel to appear or 
act in any arbitration, or the right of any solicitor to recover costs in respect 
of his employment of counsel to appear or act as aforesaid. 

Barking Town Improvement Biil.—This Bill contained a clause intended to 
authorize the conduct of legal proceedings by surveyors and other unquali- 
fied persons. The Council therefore lodged a petition against the Bill, 
but the matter did not proceed further, as the Bill was withdrawn by the 
promoters. 

Warrington Corporation Bill.—The Council have lodged a petition against 
this Bill so far as regards clause 153 thereof, by which it is proposed to 
enact that the surveyor or inspector of nuisances, and any officer authorized 
by the corporation, may lay informations or complaints, or appear, 
institute, or carry on any proceedings under the Bill before courts of 
summary jurisdiction. The objections to clauses of this nature are referred 
to in the paragraph of this report on the London Government Bill. The 
petition has not yet been heard. 

Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities) Bill.—A Bill is now pending in 
the House of Commons to amend the law relating to coroners’ inquests in 
the case of fatal accidents on railways, and proposes to confer on certain 
unqualified ms the right to attend and examine any witness at an 
inquest to which the Bill relates. The Council have taken steps to oppose 
the Bill, The Council areinformed that the Coroners’ Society for England 
and Wales are also opposing the Bill. It has not yet been read a second 
time 


Coal Mines Regulation Bill.—The Bill to amend the Coal Mines Regulation 
Acts contains a clause as to the appearance of unqualified persons at 
inquests similar to that in the Coroners’ Inquests Bill. The Council are 
watching the Bill, and will oppose the clause in question should the Bill 
appear likely to make progress. The Coroners’ Society for England and 

ales have informed the Council that they also will oppose it. 

(Zo be continued.) 
THE GLOUCESTERSHIRE AND WILTSHIRE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held at Bowood, near 
Calne, Wilts (Lord Lansdowne’s residence) on Wedneeday, the 30th 
of August last, under the chairmanship of Mr. Harry Bevir (Wootton 
Bassett), the president. The report of the committee of management for 
the past year was adopted. 

Gratuities to the smount of £70 10s. were voted to relatives of deceased 
solicitors, and a donation of ten guineas to the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association. 

It was resolved to continue in association with the Associated Provincial 
Law Societies for the current year. 

A subscription of twenty guineas was voted to the Gloucestershire Law 
Library Society for the current year. 

Mr. John Bryan (Gloucester) and Mr. A. J. Morton-Ball (Stroud) were 
elected — end vice-president r tively for the year ensuing. 

The following were elected to act with the president, vice-president, and 
hon. secretary as the committee of management for the year ensuing: 
Meesrs. R. Eliett, M. F. Carter, W. Warman, J. B. Winterbotham, E. C. 
Sewell, H. Bevir, J. P. W. Haines, and W. Forrester. 

Mr. Charles Forbes Moir (Malmesbury) and Mr. John Crewe Wood 
(Swindon) were elected members of the society. 





Cordial votes of thanks to Lord Lansdowne for placing his grounds at 
the disposal of the members for their meeting and to the retiring president 
were unanimously passed. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Rates Picxmerre, M.A., has been appointed Town Clerk of 
Liverpool, at a salary of £2,000 a year, in succession to Mr. Harcourt E. 
Clare. Mr. Pickmere, who was admitted in 1883, has been assistant town 
clerk of Liverpool, and deputy registrar of the Court of Passage. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
ApmIssIoNn. 

Mr. Frank ANDERSON, who has been associated with Messrs. Tamplin, 
Tayler, & Joseph, solicitors, for several years past, has been admitted by 
them asa partner in their firm. The business will be continued in the 
present firm name at Ingram House, 165, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 





GENERAL. 


Mr. G. Baba, Judge of the Court of Cassation, Japan; Mr. T. Nakashoji, 
Public Prosecutor of the Appeal Court at Tokio and Councillor of the 
Justice Department, Empire of Japan; and Mr. K. Kosaka, Chief 
Prosecutor of the Imperial Court, Yokohama, paid a visit to the Royal 
Courts of Justice on Wednesday, and during the morning were invited to 
seats on the Bench beside Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy in the Vacation Court. 


The following are the circuits chosen by the judges for the ensuing 
autumn assizes, viz.: Western Circuit, Mr. Justice Day; Oxford Circuit, 
Mr. Justice Mathew; Midland Circuit, Mr. Justice Lawrance; South- 
Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Wills; North-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Grantham and Mr. Justice Wright; Northern Circuit, Mr. Justice 
Kennedy and Mr. Justice Phillimore; North and South Wales Circuits, 
Mr. Justice Bucknill. Prisoners only will be tried at these assizes except 
at Manchester and Liverpool on the Northern Circuit, Leeds on the North- 
Eastern Circuit, Birmingham on the Midland Circuit, and Cardiff on the 
North and South Wales Circuits, at which five places civil business will 
also be taken. These assizes will commence about the 25th of October 
next. 


The utter discredit thrown upon the evidence of experts in handwriting 
by the proceedings at the Dreyfus trial reminds a correspondent of the 
Daily News of some incidents in the Irish Courts connected with the 
examination of experts in handwriting. The late Mr. Justice Keogh, 
when a witness of this class had been sworn, was accustomed immediately 
to interpose with the query, ‘‘ For whom, sir, do you appear in this case ?”’ 
Mr. Serjeant Armstrong’s remarkable cross-examination of an expert in 
handwriting is still, after the lapse of twenty years, remembered in 
Ireland. When the witness had given his evidence in chief, the serjeant 
began his cross-examination thus: ‘‘ What has become of the dog?” 
This question was thrice repeated to the witness, who could only say he 
did not know what the counsel meant. At last he said, ‘‘ What dog?’ 
“Do you swear,’’ said Serjeant Armstrong, ‘“‘you do not know?” 
‘*Yes.’? “‘Why,’’ said the serjeant, in triumph, “‘I allude, of course, to 
the dog Mr. Baron Dowse told a jury he would not hang on your 
evidence.”’ 








THE PROPERTY MART. 


RESULT OF SALE. 


On the 7th inst. Messrs. C. C. & T. Moozx commenced their season’s sales, The trans- 
actions included the sale of Freehold Ground-rents, a Residence at South Woodford, and 
Investments at Orchard Islington ; Locksley-street, Burdett-road ; East Dulwich ; 
and Hackney ; the result of the sale g £3,635. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, Sept. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoarep mu CHanocgeRY. 


nce Co, Li —Petn for up, ted Aug 28, directed to be 
as ee Pol 8, Canes st, solor +: . Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 6 


N Co, Luarep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their 
oe ten oh Baa and. th particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Henry 
March, 19, Mount Stuart sq, Cardiff 

Grace Daguse Purcuase Synpicate, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 20, to send their names, addresses, the of their debts or claims, to 
. L e ye er er res er. Sept 30, to send their 
J a Yo, - itors ace requ' on or 1 30, to 4 

ea aa a a a, on the of ¢ their debts or claims, to Henry Maddick, 
Henry Toozes, and Joseph Henry Hobbs, c/o Hobbs Bros., 8t Andrew's Dock, Hull. 
Locking & Holdich, Hull, solors to liquidators . : 

Miptasp Meat Co, Limtrep (1s Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 14, to send their names and with ful particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Harry Hackett, 71, Temple row, Birmingham, O'Connor, Birmingham, solor for 
liquidator : ’ 

Ree Inventions, Limrreo—Petn for winding up, presented Aug * directed to be 
heard Oct 26. Greenip & Co, 1 and 2, George st, Mansion House, solors for petners. 
Notice of ring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of 

7 » Li O.v Company )—Creditors are required, on or before 
ogy rey Bn ohteume 3, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ravert Dawson, Park Hill, Stalybridge. Whitehead, Stalybridge, solor to liquidator 
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sr Te anv District Tramways Co, Lumrep—Creditors are 
Sept 1 


to ont their names he ~~ and o 
to illiam Marsh, arrington st, 
solors for liquidator : 

, naman Box Co, ee ation as ee 1 
names and 


uired 


UNLIMITED IN 7 eee Sm 


GUARDIAN aapene en sed Bumpixe Socrery—Creditors are 


Francis Sturge, 17, Small st, 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
GLYNCASTLE AND Rugoia Coxuierres Frienpiy Society, 6, Band room, Company st, 


Oct 1, to of their claims to 


for the trustees 


Resolven, Glamorgan. tu 
—TvEs' 


JOINT’ "STOCK COMPANIES. 


© particulars of thelr debts 


bts or 
Arias Hop Birrers Co, LuoarTrep A Lequmassen)— Gutters are required, on or 


Limirep m CHanorRyY. 

Ayc1o-Parisian Pusiisnixe Co, Luntep.— 
send in thei d — and th 
Frederick L. Burnside, 7, Eastchea; 


Oct 2, to send their names and ad 


claims, to Frederic Siddall Marsh, 8, Bowker’s row, tag 


BinminGHAM Breweries, Lnatep—By an order made by Ww ht, 
up of the Birmingham it... f-*. ted, S ‘Aug 1 
lors for Svummertown Beyerit Society, Parochial Sch 

x or Brecox Lopes, Brancu or THe Loyat Orver or ALFREDS FriexDLY Society, 


ordered that the voluntary windi 


continued. Lesser & Co, 47, Lead at, 80! 


Compounp Hy pRro-Carnon MoTor SYNDICATE, agen oyerer are required, on or 


before Sept 30, to sen names and ad 
claims, to Bernardo Thomas Crew, 12, Wood st 


E. Watcor & Co, Limrrrp—Creditors are required, on ohne oat 2 vant 
Soe of their debts or claims, to 
13, Nicholas lane. Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury circus, A. ni to liquidator 
Kroxanp Merau Co, Luourep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20, to send their 
iculars of their debts or claims, to William Henry 
ct Works, Aston, Birmingham. 


and addreseee, ‘and 


names and addresses, and the 
Bagley and George Carter, Vi 
Birmingham, solors for li By 

La Nacional ARGENTINA, LimitEp—Creditors are requi 
, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
’ P.J. Harmer, 3, Crosby sq 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Anpreark, Jr, & Co, Great a st, Merchants High 
Court Pet July 28 Ord 4ug 

Bacumann, Emit, Birmingtam, “Sontiine Birmingham 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 

Bett, Harry, Prot enn f ‘Norfol, Grocer King’s Lynn 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 28 

Brexsos, WATER, Aston juxta Birmingham, Coal Dealer 
Birmingham Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

BLANCHARD, GEORGE yn Great Grimsby, Clerk 
Great Grimsby Pet Au Ord Aug 30 

BrouaHTon, Water, Bt “Helens, — Wheelwright 
Liverpool Pet ate 39 Crd Aug 29 f 

CizetTon, Joun, Cleobury lana Balop, Collier 
Leominster Pet Aug5 Ord A 

Creepy, Epwarp WILLIAM, Feeabomeshs Tailor Peter- 
borough Pet Aug 28 Ord Avg 28 : 

Davis, JonaTHay, Wickwar, Glos, Bristol 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Dopp, Witt1amM Henry, Liverpool, Public Accountant 
Live 1 Pet July 19 Ord Aug 30 

Melton Mowbray, nee Ho:el 

Proprietor Leicester Pet Augi17 Ord A 

Fincu, » conaall “ate Berks, Caspeuter oxford 
Pet Aug il Ord 

4 Harry x Gzonan, Bedford, Draper Bedford Pet 

ug 29 
GreEenwoop, A R yi ge A ) Hants, Millers 


Windsor Pet June 30 
“a Mary, Lometord Gh Gin "ates Gloucester 
Borou Brush 


Aug 26 Ord Aug 25 
Hayxs, Emma Basen, Tabard st, 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Hernan, ALFRED yoy Haverfordwest, Geeent Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Hitt, Freperick, Wolverhampton, woe hk Merchant Wol- 
verhampton Pet Aug 18 Aug 30 
Hucues, Groree Pris St Paul's, Bristol Bristol Pet 


Aug 30 Aas 2 
Hutwes, Tuomas, Hulme, Spetesten, Coal Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 


Farmer 


Ikons, Rosert, New Brompton, Kent, House Decorator 
Rochester Pet Aug 29 Ord A’ 
Lang, Joun ReEywowps, Northienck, Glos Cheltenham 
Pet Aug 16 oge 
Layarorp, JAMES ILLIAM, Wisbech, Cambridge, 
t Repairer King’s Lynn Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug30 
Lopes, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Jeweller Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Augil Ord Aug 29 
MacGrecor, ALEXANDER, a Ladies’ Tailor 
Shrewsbury Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Marrisoy, Watrer, Sheffield, Buteher Sheffield Pet 
Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Pearson, Harry Joun, Bayswater, Dressmaker High 
Court PetAug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Perrott, THomas, Neath, Clothier Neath Pet Aug 30 
80 
Rayner, Wiscem, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet 
Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Reap, Cuartes, Upton Park, Essex, Builder High Court 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29° 
Reprorp, James, Stalybridge, Licensed Victaaller Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Sait, Aurrep, Leicester, Glass er Leicester Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
a GrorGE , 5a Rosedale Abbey, Yorks, 
Surgeon Scarborough Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Surcuivre, WILLIAM ALB&ART, y 1 one General Dealer 
Burnky Pet Aug 30 Ord A 
Wang, _Epwarp, and JonaTuan dod Woodhouse, Leeds, 
Leeds PZ... 28 Ord Aug 28 
Witttams, Davip Le Car Driver 
Aber stwith ye Ord A 
Groner, Sutton, cathe! Licensed 
ler Macclesfield Pet May18 Ord Aug 28 
Woot compe, Gxorak GaprRikt, bass Boot Maker 
Exeta Pet Augié Ord Aug 28 


iverpool, Leslie & Co, Liverpool, appearing m 

on or before oe 1 
oe Bo peettes eir debts and 

Armitage, Tost ld bidgs, ford. Gorden & Co, Bradford, solors to oie 


to be heard on 
ust reach the 


to send their 


illiam Henry Oct 14, to send their names 


Po.iarps, Limrrep—Cr 
required, on or before 


Bristol, solor Bradford, Yorksbire 


names addresses, and 
123, Queen-street, Cardiff 
or before Oct 5, 
claims, 
nm, Sussex. Aug 28 
of their iebes 


» July 14, 


particulars of their debts or Angel Ino, Brecon, Aug 14 


and the particulars of their 
Wirrenserc & Co, agree Pe a 
names and addresees, a 
woth, 68, Victoria st, “Blackburn 


Ysrrap Gas anp Water Co—Creditors 
and the pertioutons of t their 


Lowpon axp Pauts Stores Co, Lontrep—Petn for winding 
25. ee & Co, 59, Moorgate 


jve-named not later 


24 
Mvrcaison Prosprctinc Syxpicate, Liarrep — Creditors 


and ad and the 


to Chavis Kirby, 68, Old Broad st. Mote Son, Q 
‘ors are required, 


or before Oct 31,1 
their debts or claims, a 


required, on or before 
ee Te a See 


Le IN = ee 
on or before Sept 29, to send their 
ts or claims, to Arthur P James, 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Briauton VotunTeer Benevotent Purianruropic Society, Eagle Hotel, Glo’ster rd, 
B 


ito 
Briransia £5 Lo an Society, Britannia Inn. 4, Mount st, Nottingham. Aug 28 
wor Parnters AND Decorators Sooirty, Luwtep, 77, Rotherfield st, Exsex rd. 


Mansree Unitep Funp Society, Odd Fellows Rest, Maesteg, Bridgend, Glamorgan. 
8 


Summertown, Oxford. Aug 28 





oe inant 


Pepper & Tangye, 


on or before Friday, Oct 20, 
their debts or claims, to 





minster. 








Amnentel notice extettiuted or Gat eeiitichel te Go 
London Gazette of Aug 25 
Froyp, Vivian, Savile — Court Dressmaker High Court | 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apvamsoy, Bensamix, Hessle, York, Groom Sept 8 at 11 
Off Rec, Trinity House lo. Hull 
Aspreak, Jn, & Co, Great Tower st, Merchants Sept 11 | 
= pei yor st 
Browy, Witit1am Turnsutt, Monkwearmouth, Durham, 
Baker Sept 12 at 3.45 Off Ree, 26, John st, Sunder 


a ty Seem, Sage Sept Sat230 Off 


Eapy, a Melton Mowbray, Hotel Proprietor Sept 
8 at 12.30 = Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ma... & Co, Great Winchester st, Wine Growers Sept 
llatil Dctenser bldg, Carey st 

Fatrzer, Soromon, Stoke N 
Sept 8at1l Bankru 

—_- ALFRED CHARLES, 


Manufacturer 


Grocer Sept 8 at 3 
erridge st, Leicest 


Git, JoNnATHAN, Adswood, nr Stockport, Cheshire, Farmer 
Sept 8 at 11 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, 

Gervert, Wit11am, Spelters, , Glam, Collier Sept 
9 at 12.30 pit, Be Mary st, Cari 


J. “™—. ey lam, Butcher Sept 11 at 12 185, 
igh st, Merthyr Tydfil 


WarnineG TO INTENDING House Purcuasers anp Lessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E., Mana anager), 

Fee quoted on receipt of 
» years. Telegrams, ‘‘Sanitation.’’--[Apvr.] 


65, Victoria-street, West- 
particulars. Established 23 


one. 3 ~ 1 3 ee ee Tailor Peter- 
Davis, gah. AN, Wickes, Glos. Farmer Bristol Pet 
- ee Ond “<= 

ARMER, Lewis, Islington, commas Victualler High 

Court Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 
| GALLop, W H, Shirley, or Southampton, Builder Dor- 
28: Pet May 8 Ord Aug 29 

| Green, ye A em Bedford. Draper Bedford Pet 


| 


Aug 29 Aug 
k,  menes Sept 11 at | Geirrixn, Gustavivs Hamiton, Victoria st, Westminster 
Financier h 


Court PetJuly4 Ord Aug 28 
| @wituram, Mary, Longford, Glos, Laundress Gloucester 
Pet Aug 25 ord a 25 
Hayxs, Emma Marrna, ot, Become, 
facturer High Court Pet A Ord Aug 29 
Hakrisoy, Wititiam Henry, West ema Baker West 
Bromwich Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 26 
Hit, Freverics,.Wolverhampton, —— Merchant Wolver- 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 
Howarp, CuHaR.es, | WALTER a Jans Suarpe, Dartford, 
Kent, Drapers Rochester Aug 12 Ord Aug 23 
Humes, Tuomas, Hulme, dee Coal Dealer Man- 
' eg gm 29 O12 on, Kent, ™ 
rons, Roseat, New Brompton, ouse Decorator 
Rochester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 
LanGrorp, J AMES Wasiax, Winnech Camb, Boot Repairer 
L Coe Sass ss ighbary cniest 3 
eMARE, LesLiz Tuomas, Couit 
Pet July 28 Ord A sprit * 


Lopas, Jonn Kingston at Hull, Jeweller Kingston 
upon Hull Aug 11 Ord Aug 29 





Jon = “Seater Carapoc, Blaenau Festiniog, Tailor Sept 

19 at 11.45 North Western Hotel, Blaenau Festiniog 
SHapRaca, 

Sept 13at11 Off Rec. 

Ler, ALFRED, mig York, 
Bank chmbrs 

Nose, James, Pont eldd, Fancy Goods Dealer Sept 8 | 
at 12 136, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Pianck, Harry SEALY Fulham, Dentist Sept 11 at 11 
Bankruptcy bid st | 

Pearson, Henry Rwoop, West Hartlepool, Builder | 

12at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sund d 

Pariuz, Epwarp, Colchester, Veterinary Surgeon Sept 8 
at 245 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Parker, Tuomas Hernert, Bartonon Trent, Baker Sept 8) 
wt 3.15 Midland Hotel, Station st, Bucton on Trent 

Puen, WittiaM VALentine, Great College st, Westminster, 
Pome § Contractor Sept 12at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs. 


Carey 
Rayner, Wi.1aM, Liverpool, Draper Sept 13 at 2.30 Off 
Victoria st, Li 


Masta. Innkeeper 
Sept 12at230 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 
Saut, ALrrep, Leicester, Glass Dealer Sept 11 at 1230 
Off Ree, 1, ‘Berridge 
— wey Sran.ey, Leeds, wTine Merchant Sept 11 
ous. tan tom ‘Lyme Regis, Dorsets, Mill 

ak ARY NSTANCE, er 

Sept 8 at 11.80 The Castle, Exeter 
See hse Sn 
Sept 13 at 3 County Court O 
Waker, Sypvey Ferris, Cardiff, Electrical Engineer 
Sept Il at 3 i, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Wuite, ey Seem} late Traffic Superintendent _ 
Bept 8 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
1 TEE Kags L 
uthery, 8 
Pet augi17 Ord Aug ari 
BLANCHARD, GEORGE wou. Great Staite, Clerk Great 
Grimsby Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Broventoyx, Watrer, 8t ee Wheelwright | 


Liverpool Pet Aug 29 Ord A 
CasrER, SAMUBL, 


’ 
Reep, OMAS JACKSON, West 


Be.t, Harry, 


CizeTon, Jouny, 





Leominster Pet Aug 5 oliee 
Croke, WALTER Gapnen, Bye irae Contractor 
High Court Pet 


East Princes Suffolk, Grocer | Manrnisoy, Weren Sh 
28 


MacGrecor, ——— —, Ladies’ Tailor 
Shrewsbury Pet 29 Ord Aug 
id, Butcher” Pet Aug 28 Ord 


aan bye Auctioneer High Court Pet 
Pearce, a, ny, Bedloud p), A eee sq, Gent High Court 


Pet March 24 
| Pearson, — } mang Dressmaker High 


28 ‘Ord Aug 28 
bridge, ~~ ghee Ashton 

yne Pet Aug 2 ——. 238 

Ric manne, Epwix, Great Marlow, Jeweller Aylesbury 
Pet July 27 Ord Aug 28 

| Sart, ALFRED, Leicester, Glass Dealer Leicester Pet 
Aug 29 Aog 29 


Ord 
Snaw, » ~ Sranvey, Leeds, Wine Merchant Leed 
Pet July 26 Ord Aug 28 r 
Sivvsoy, Grorce Barrasorre, yo Yorks, 
Su Aug 29 
Neweagent Ayles- 


A 
Pace, 


| Repr —— Fanboy 8 
Ly 


ugh Pet Aug29 Ord A 

_ 4 ug 

Bape, Axcis Herpert, Aylesbury, 
bury Pet A Ord Aug 29 


. Pet Ass 16 = Aug 28 

UDALL, Rosgrt, Newton Heath, Engraver Manchester 
Pet June 22 ’ ord Avg 29 

| Sure LIFFE, WittiaM ALBERT, Cornh Todmorden, 

General Dealer Barnley Pet Aug 30 30 Ord Aug 3 

Tay aoe, ALic Music Birmingham 


8, 
<= Ord Aug 30 

wr... ILLIAM x,’ Estate Agent 
Sou 15 Ord Aug 30 

Tuomas, aOus: Tony rela Stationer Pontypridd Pet 
Aug 

| Wave Ep warp, ~~ =, siti Wank, Woodhousa, Leeds, 

| Wanp, Anravn Jans, Wolveshampton, Lissesed Victualler 
ARD, ARTHUR JAMES, Vietu: 

Wolverhampton Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 28 


Car Driver 
29 Ord Aug 29 
ye bees Boot Maker 


ANN ULL AND RECEIVING 
DED. 


Jouy Cu » 
a ea SS 
Aug5 A 
yo Reso and Annul Aug es ai 


| Wits, Le 

A 
sGvonans 
eter Pet ow 8 
ADJUDICATIO. 


| Wootre ~~ 
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London Gazet'e.—Turspay, Sept. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Bar.ow, Grorce James, Dalston, Tin ia Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Braue, Atrreo Grorce Highb-idge, 7 pee Boot 
Dealer Bridgwater Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 
Brake, a — Plumber Chesterfield Pet 


t 
Boop, hacer, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester. Tax 
Collector Burton on Trent Pet Sept Ord Sept 1 

Cape, Caruerixe Mary, Carmarthen, Tassnsed Victualler 
Carmarthen Pet Aug 17 Ord A 

Cuierici, Frayk, and Exizaseru , = Humpurey, 
Stockton on Tees, Jewellers Stockton on Tees Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug 31 


5 
Erskine, Epmonp ~ gs Kensington High Court Pet 
A 


ug3 Ord Aug - 

Frroussos, Home + Tnaman Piccadilly High Court Pet 
Jan2 Ord Sept 1 

Fiawitn, Grorar, New Elvet, ean, Cycle Dealer 
Durham Pet Aug ~ == 

Guittacme, Henn, Swe yg Worcester, Cycle 
Manufacturer , Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

Harpixe, James, Broughton Gifford, Wilts, Carpenter 

Bath Pet sept1 Ord Sept 1 

Hawkiss, Frayx a , Northfleet, Kent High Court Pet 
Aug 14 


ug P 
Hon.ock, ALBERT James, South oy Cab Proprietor 
h Court Pet Sept 2 
JEw fa nal A, Catford, Dullder = Hich Court Pet Aug 15 
eer a AMES, ome, Norfolk, Builder Norwich Pet 
Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
Kraut, George Wittiam, Whittington Panye oe Pork 
Butcher Chesterfield Pet eM &,. 
Lorp, Apam, Woolpit, Suffolk, ed tam al Bury St 
Edmunds PetSept1 Ord Sept1 
Marsn, Henry Covsiss, Southend oe Sea, Boatbuilder 
Chelmsford Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 
Overton, WILLiam Georce, Oxford, Wetchnaker Oxford 
ket Sept2 Ord Se,t 2 
Payton, Davin, Torrington sq, Cattle Dealer Boston Pet 
Augil7 Ord Aug 
Ricumonp, Tuomas, CS aeaien, ‘raed Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug 30 Ord ang 0 
Rycrort, Joun Epwarp, Brad _ Manufacturer Brad- 
ford Pet Sept1 Ord Septi 
Sinciarz, THOMAS WiLu1aM, Chester, Coachbuilder Chester 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 
Evra, Wittiam, Hine rey Leicester, Draper Leicester 
Pet Sept 1 Ord sept 1 
Srevenson, Joun, Nottingham, Cigar Merchant Notting- 
ham Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Brock, ifeti Edmonton, Miller Edmonton Pet Sept 1 
O1 
TeRuEEGcE, Gronce, Gt Packington, Warwicks, Assistant 
Gameneeper Coventry Pet Augl5 Ord aug 31 
Tuomrsos, Ropert Mitiican, Gateshead, Builder New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Aug25 Ord Aug 29 
ae oy Bez.ty Hoventon, Upper Brook st High Court 
Pet Aug 1 Ord Aug 31 
Coundon, Durham, Builder Durham 
Pet Aug 31 U:d Augal 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Asnazan, Gennes Epwarp, Bath, faeces Agent Sept 
13 at Off Rec win st, Bristo’ 

Steen Es, Sutton Coldtield, _ A Sept 18 at 2 
174, Corporation st, Birming’ ham 

BarLow, GEORGE James, Dalston, Tin Box Manufacturer 
Sept 14at1i Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 

Bett, Harry, Southery, Norfolk, ae Sept l2at 3 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Bituixeton, Rovert, pig wer do Auctioneer Sept 12 at 3 
Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, br 

—“ -% dames Biackpool, mone Sept 12at 2.30 Off 

4, Chapel st, Preston 

Cr “aa en Witiiam, ae ‘rough, Tailor Sept 22 
at11.45 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 

Davis, JonaTuay, Wickwar, Glos, Farmer Sept 13 at 12 30 
Otf Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Ferovssox, Home Jounstone, Piccadilly fept 13 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Gopwis, comm, Ledbury, Herefords, Hopgrowers’ Provider 

8 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st. Worcester 

Geast, Pam Tokenhouse bldgs Sept 13 at12 Bank- 
raptcy blegs, Carey st 

Gezex. Harry Gaeaen, Bedford. Draper Sept 12 at 12 

Rec, 14, 8t Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Hays Exua Marna, Tabard st, Borough, Brush Manu- 
facturer S-pt l4at ll Ra bidgs, Carey st 

Hagvinc, James, Bro m Gifford, Wilts, , Carpenter 
Sept 13 at 1.15 On fee. Baldwin st, Bristo 

Haxznis, James Sypsxey Hveerr, oka, Provision 
Merchant Sept 1z at 124 Off Kec, Endiess st, 


Salisbury 

HuvGues, Georce Urros, Bristol, Butch2r’s Manager Sept 
atl Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristot 

Inows, Roegzt, Rew bromptun, Kent, Huuse Decorator 
Sept 18at 11.20 115, High st, Ro. hester 

Jexuuy, Gzonce Saucer, Lower Clapton rd, Booksel'er 
Sept 14atiz Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Juneiss, Cuanies, Winchester Builder Lept Wat3 Off 
Rec, Camoridge junction. High st, Portanvuth 

Keates, Hexny, Sherborne, D reet, innkeeper Sept 12 
ati Off bec, Endices wt, Salisbury 


Kitcuisomay, Haury and Hexuy Kaye, Batley, Plasterers | 


Sept 12 at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
LooGe, Joux, King-ton upon Huil, Jeweller sept i2 at 11 
Off , Trinity House lo, Hull 
Macuisr, Atraep Tuomss Witsos, Bow rd Sept 13 st 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Fritheistock, Devons, Labourer Sept 
"s AYTms Hotel, Barvstaple 
ons, Bayswater, Dressmaker fept 13 


MitcnesLi, SAMUEL, 
9 ati. K 
Peansox, Harty 


atiz Baokrupi: y bldgs, Carey st 
Portex, Hesry Tuomas, Dunst«ble, Beds, Market 
Bept I2atz.20 Off Rec, la, st Paul’s eq, 


Bedford 
Brap, Cuaxies, Upton Park, Essex, Builder Sept 14 at 12 


Bankruptey bidgs, Carey at 





Reprorp, James, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 13 at 2.30 Off Reo, Byrom m st, Manchester 
Suarrott, ANDREW, Tam’ Hat Manufacturer Sept 
13 at11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Ssorr, Wittiam Hagry, Walsall, Rope Manufacturer 
Sept 13 at 11 Off Rec, Walsall 
Suvpson, Georce Banrsorer, Rosedale Abbey, Yorks, 
eon Sept 13at 11.30 Off Rec, 74, Newborough, 
Scarborough 
Taytor, Atice Birmingham, ory Seller Sept 14 at 11 
174, Corporation st, ——— 
a. aa Tonyrefail, —_ Stationer Sept 12 at 
35, High st. Merthyr Tydfil 
Trow &...%, Epwarp Bromtey, veg nyt Civil Servant 
fept 12at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Woortcomer, Grorce Q@asrigt, Torquay, Boot Maker 
Sept 14 at 10.45 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ApranAm, Grornce Epwarp, Bath, Assurance Agent Bath 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 31 

BarLow, GgrorGe JAMEs, nm, Tin oon Manufacturer 

hCourt Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 

Buiake, AtFrep, Chesterfield, Plumber " Chesterfield Pet 
Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

Bioop, Henny, Ashby de la —. a Collector Burton 
on Trent Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 

Brown, Harvey, WiLuiAM HENry ‘i N, Puitie Brown, 
Fraxcis Brow x, Bramley, le Builders Guild- 
ford Pet July24 Ord Aug3 

CHRISTIAN, JOHN Bryay, Tedvoster, Confectioner Leicester 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Se 


Cuark, Corveivs, St _—_ on Sea satis House 
ord Sept 1 


eeper Pet Ans® 

Finca, ALBERT, Aston a oe ks, Carpenter Oxford 
Pet Augil Ord Se 

Fiawirs, Grorae, Durkam, Cycle Dealer Durham Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Fviiter, Atrrep CHaries, Leicester, Grocer Leicester 
Pet July 28 Ord Sept 1 

Harpisc, James, Broughton oe, Wilts, Carpenter 


Bath’ Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 

Hayyes, Ernest Trvstey, Ricoarp Harry Waker, and 

Benyamin Borrey, Birmingham, Die Si Birming- 
ham Pet Aug23 Ord Sept1 

Horiocx, Atpert James, South wy Cab Pro- 
prietor High Court Pet Sept2 Ord 

Jayne, CHARLES Smeees, Fn Heath, 
Croydon Pet Aug 30 

JILLINGS, —" Goan Builder Norwich Pet Sept 2 

t 2 


Kravt, p adel Wituiam, Whittington Moor, Duty, Pork 
Butcher Chesterfield Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 

Luioyp, Jonny VaucHan, Warrington, Builder , 
Pet July 22 Ord Sept 1 

Lorp, Apam, Woolpit, Suffolk Bury St Edmunds Pet 
Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 


Sean Heyry Covsixs, Southend - Sea, Boatbuilder 
Chelmsford PetAug30 Ord Aug 

NEvr.izss, JAMES, accom Tailor , Pet 
June 28 Ord Aug 

Overton, WILLIAM Grotor, Oxford, Watchmaker Oxford 
Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

Perrott, Tuomas, Neath, Glam, eke Neath and 

| Aberavon Pet Aug 30 Ord 8e 

Reap Cuartes, Upton Park, Essex, Speculative Builder 
High Court Pet Aug 29 ‘Ord Au 

| Ricumonp, Tuomas, Darlington, a 

Tees Pet A Aug 30 Ord Aug 

Rycrort, Joun Epwarp Bradiord, Manufacturer 


‘ea Merchant 





ioe Stockton on 
Brad- 


ford PetSept1 rd Sept1 
& oa Bexhill, Builder Hastings Pet Aug 1 
rd Sept 
Sixciarr, Taomas Witiam, Chester, Coachbuilder Chester 
Pet Sept 2 Ord it 2 
——, Wittiam, Hine! ley, Leicester, Draper Leicester 
et Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 


Sravancen, Joun, Nottingham, Cigar Merchant Notting- 
ham Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

SrockwELL, Ropert NATHANIEL, meinem, Lancs, Tailor 
Burnley Pet Aug 5 we dig S 

Vinat, Beatrice CurisTIna nee ter, Hyde pk 

High Court Pet July 6 Ord Aug 

Watpron, Hvusert, oF Bsa chien, Solicitor High 


Court Pet May 6 
ham, Builder Durham 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 


Waker, Tuomas, AR 4, 
Wesraru. Frank Lape, Little jy" Nortkampton 
High Court Pet July 4 Ord Aug 31 


Al: letters intended for publication in tie 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticoted 
by the name of the writer. 


'NEXPENSIVE SCHOOL for SONS of 
GENTLEMEN.—Nearly 600 have already been edu- 
cated ; thirty guineas per annum; vicar warden, graduate 
masters, excellent arrangements, sports, diet, gymnasium, 
references, &c.; healthy village. —Addrcrs, Wiaecear ER, 
| Schorne College, near Winslow. 


| WANTED, at once, @ suitable Seourity | “i 
(City of London preferred) for a Trust Fu 
£20,000; might divide.—InvestmentT, care of Socox 

Estate Agents, 59, Londou-road, &t. Leonard's-on-Sea. 

rh.O BOOKBUYERS and LIBRARIANS of 

FREE LIBRARIES.— The Serremerr Catalogues of 
valuable Second-Hand Works and New Remainders, offered 
at prices greatly reduced, are now ready, and will be sent 
post-free upon application to W. H. Suitu & Sox, Library 

De partinent, 186, Strand, London, Ww. Cc. 

















RENT COLLECTING Wanted : ia large or 
smnall quantities; management undertaken if decire? ; 
first-class references ; guarantee given.—Apply, W. 
Baxten, 44, Fleet-street, E.C, 





EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ASA MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the hy of th 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, & . 





OBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law “ and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
rks, and Olerke of the P Peace. 
Corporation Robes University and Clergy Gowns, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
TERMINABLE DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY 
COMPANY OF NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED. 
Chairman - - - H. R. GRENFELL, Esq. 


CAPITAL - - = £1,000,000. 
Called Up, £200,000. Uncalled, £800,000. 





The og receives mans on Debentures for five or 
seven years. nterest payable half-yearly by coupons 
attached to the Bonds. 

By the Articles of Association the issue of Debentures 
is restricted to the amount of the uncalled capital, and 
they are secured by a Trust Deed, establishing a prefer- 
ential charge te for the holders. 

tuses and fall information as to the rates of 
interest may be obDtained from the Manager, 8, Great 
Winchester s street, Lendon, E.C. 


GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 


INVESTMENT COMPANY, Limirep, 
’No. 26, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
[Removed from 5, Whitehall.) 

Established 1836. 
Share and Debenture Capital - - 


Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
charges. Policies Purchased. 


D. A. BUMSTED, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstaBLisHEeD 1828), 
Furchase Roventesery Datueaste in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance "Money upon these Securities. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £616,525. 
The Society has moved from 17 King’s Arms-yard, to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 

LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
pont --No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 





£639,600. 





HES ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 

to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years, in the insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and hereby solicits their continued support.—N. 
Forms, Gratis, for ao Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
solutions of P Pp, with necessary Declaration. 
fficial stamps for advertisements and file of ‘ Londor 
Gazette” kent. | kent. By: appointment. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1898, 


BY Sade? AUTHORITY. 


uisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
our ws shortest notice. 





_ She BOCES ek SORES Regt & cnet tor temetis 


MEBORANDS — AnescLES y wl ASSOCIATION 
jon al 


spotty on. SARE C eee D ro any 
ES, &c., engrav an 
See devigued and executed. - arge for Sketches. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





















THE OLDES 


THE | 


















Suitable c! 
THE LIC 







2. 
Mortgage. 
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EST. 
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